Interview Summary 



Application No. 

09/818,689 



Examin r 

Theresa T. Snider 



Applicant(s) 

LEE, BYUNG-JO 



Art Unit 

1744 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Thfimsa T Snider . • 

(2) / ynnelle Swaja . * 

Date of Interview: 01 April 2003 . 

T\/np- 3^153 TeleDhonic Video Conference 

c)nPe'XT[copygS7ento: !)□ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)DYes e)IEl No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: N/A . 

Identification of prior art discussed: N/A . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)El was reached. gO was not reached, h)^ N/A. 

substance of Intemew including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached or any other comments: ■'ipp cnntinuation Sheet . 

allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

PntIrV^EW. see Summary of Record of Intemew requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign tiiis form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 



U S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-413(Rev. 11-02) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 15. 



mmary of Record of Interview Requirements 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Offlce cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office If that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the *f to ^ake the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

theexami^JrlSSoTK^^^^^^^^^ 

-^^nrrrstrsr^^^^^^^^^^ 

interview by checking the appropriate t-o^es a"d Mng ,n th^^^^^^^^^ . V P p^,^„, £^3^i„i„g p,,,edure, or pointing 

requirements for which interview recordation is o^^^;^'^^^ P^^^'^^^ are Excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or Interview Summary Record is required. 

suSnc'e o'f an Interview is -mp.etely re^^^^^^^^^^^^ aTa^rittrpTe No pSS^^^ portion of the flie. and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Form shall be 9'^,^.",^" f PP™P" , jhe Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a Pf^o"^' '"j^^^*' %2 is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 

conclusion of the interview. ''^^'^ "^'"^ "l- °' ' 

:;jlSes^SSrFlrm S^^^ "^e inte^rvlew rather than v.th the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

Tune of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 
" lame 0 pSnUs) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 
: LTndicaron whethl/or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

t *irs*xS"r s^^^^^^ « ™™ >" — •= ' -^-^ 

bolh appltonl and examln.t agr.. Ih.l th. T. .xamin™ S, M ft. appropdat. box at the botlom o Ih, 

substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview shouW include J "east the following applicable items: 
f) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

S, SS= ""2 r^^^^^ *»ip.ion o„ba .„u™.„« i. n., 

(The identification of arguments need not be '«"9 .^V f,'^°'/'^„^^^^^^ o thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
Required. The identification of the argum^^^^^^^ J emphasize and fully 

Te^re^elrSS^^^^^^^ 

?! if u£ss already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

the examiner. 



Examiner to Check for Accuracy 



Continuation Sh t (PTO-413) 



Application No. 09/818,689 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
acreement was reached, or any other comments: Ms. Swaja, a representative from Westman, Champlin & Kelly, 
called to inquiry as to the status of the above application. Examiner noted that a Final Rejection was mailed out on 
3/28/2003 Examiner noted that paper #s 8 and 14 were mailed to original attorneys, Skjerven, Morril, Macpherson 
LLP Ms Swaja noted that paper # 8 had been fonwarded to her fimi by Skjeiven, Mon-il Macpherson LLP. Examiner 
acknowledged that the revocation of power of attorney was approved in paper # 3 HOWEVER Skjerven, Mornl, 
MacDherson LLP accidently sent a change of address for the present application in paper* 7. reverting mailings back 
to them Ms Swaja stated that her firm is in fact the attorney of record and have NOT received paper # 1 4. Examiner 
had attorney changed back to Westman, Champlin & Kelly, per paper # 3, and will remail and restart the time penod for 
paper* 14 . 
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